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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 7 and 10 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

(1) Claim 7, line 1, "a photo" should be changed to "the photo"; 

(2) Claim 10, line 1 , "a plurality" should be changed to "the plurality". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 1,3-5,10-12.14-16, and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Zhang et al. (US PGPUB 2004/0264780). 

(1) Regarding claims 1 and 12: 

Zhang et al. disclose a computer-based method and system for organizing digital 
photos (paragraph [004], line 1-2; and paragraph [0026], line 5-6), comprising: 

extracting objects of interest from a plurality of digital photos (paragraph [0042], 
line 6-7; and paragraph [0043], line 1-9) 

cropping said plurality of digital photos to generate images of isolated objects of 
interest (paragraph [0083], line 1-2); 
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applying an object recognition algorithm to determine the similarity of isolated 
objects with a reference model (paragraph [0020], line 2-10); 

displaying a plurality of objects arranged as a function of the detemnined 
similarity (paragraph [0036], line 1-9); and 

receiving user input to associate said objects with a particular classification 
(paragraph [0035], line 1-6; and paragraph [0055], line 2-3). 

(2) Regarding claims 3 and 14: 

The invention, wherein said objects are faces (paragraph [0004], line 4-5) 

(3) Regarding claims 4 and 1 5: 

The invention, wherein isolated faces are displayed in a view that 
includes an area surrounding the face (figures 3 and 4, paragraph [0043], line 3-4) 

(4) Regarding claims 5 and 16: 

The invention, further comprising annotating image objects based on 
said classification (paragraph [0004], Iine12; paragraph [0042], line1-3; and paragraph 
[0076], line 11-13). 

(5) Regarding claims 10 and 21 : 

The invention, wherein said step of displaying a plurality of objects 
displays the objects in order of similarity to the reference model (paragraph [0050]; and 
paragraph [0051], line 6-9) 

(6) Regarding claims 1 1 and 22: 

The invention, wherein said user input drags an image of an object of interest 
into a display area associated with said classification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skilPin the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2 and 13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zhang et al. in view of Hanna et al. (US 6,714.665), and Grigorievich et al. (US 
6,751,353). 

Zhang et al. disclose all the subject matter as described in claims 1 and 12 

above. 

However, Zhang et al. does not disclose the method and apparatus, where: 

1) the steps of applying a recognition algorithm as recited in claims 2 and 13; and 

2) displaying are repeated as recited in claims 2 and 13. 

(a) Regarding item 1) above: 

Grigorievich et al. teaches a method and system (column 2, line 63-64) for 
adaptive recognition of information images and system of implementation thereof, 
where the steps of applying a recognition algorithm is repeated (column 3, line 22-24) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the repeating of steps of 
recognition algorithm until deciding of the recognition of input information (column 3, line 
42-49). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time if the invention to combine the system of Grigorievich et al., where the recognition 
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algorithm is repeated until deciding of the recognition of input information, in the system 
of Zhang et al., because such feature could optimize the procedure for choosing the 
most exact and fast algorithms for processing a large flow of infomiation (column 2, line 
65-67), as well as increasing a recognition accuracy for the wider class of objects 
(columns, line 10-11). 

(b) Regarding item 2) above: 

Hanna et al. teaches a fully automated Iris recognition system utilizing wide and 
narrow fields of view, where the step of displaying is repeated (column 21 , line 17-20). 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the repeating of step of 
displaying (column 21, line 15-19). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill In the art at the time if the invention to combine the system of Hanna et al., 
where repeating the step of displaying, in the system of Zhang et al., because such 
feature makes the identification of objects or individuals in a passive way that is both 
fast and accurate (column 1, line 51-53). 

6. Claims 6-8, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zhang et al. in view of Hanna et al. (US 6,714,665). 
(1) Regarding claims 6 and 17: 

Zhang et al. disclose all the subject matter as described in claims 1 and 12 
above. 

However, Zhang et al. does not disclose the controlling of a photo presentation is 
based on classification as recited in claims 6 and 17. 
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Hanna et al. teaches a fully automated Iris recognition system (column 1, line 56) 
and method (column 2, line 7) utilizing wide and narrow fields of view, where the 
controlling of photo presentation is based on classification (column 12, line 6-22). 
One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the controlling of a photo 
presentation is based on classification (column 12, line 4-22). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time if the invention to combine the 
system of Hanna et al., where the controlling of photo presentation is based on 
classification, in the system of Zhang et al, because such feature makes the 
identification of objects or individuals in a passive way that is both fast and accurate 
(column 1, line 51-53). 

(2) Regarding claims 7 and 18: 

Zhang et al. disclose all the subject matter as described in claims 1,6,12, and 17 
above. 

Furthermore, Zhang et al. disclose the labeling of multiple face (paragraph [0022], line 
1-6). 

However, Zhang et al. does not disclose the controlling of a photo presentation is 
based on classification as recited in claims 7 and 18. 

Hanna et al. teaches a fully automated Iris recognition system (column 1, line 56) and 
method (column 2, line 7) utilizing wide and narrow fields of view, where the controlling 
of photo presentation is based on classification (column 12, line 6-22). 
One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the controlling of a photo 
presentation is based on classification (column 12, line 4-22). Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time if the invention to combine the 
system of Hanna et al., where the controlling of photo presentation is based on 
classification, in the system of Zhang et al, because such feature makes the 
identification of objects or individuals in a passive way that is both fast and accurate 
(column 1, line 51-53). 

(3) Regarding claims 8 and 19: 

Zhang et al. disclose all the subject matter as described in claims 1 and 12 
above. 

However, Zhang et al. does not disclose the controlling of the zoom function 
based on the classification as recited in claims 8 and 19. 

Hanna et al. teaches a fully automated Iris recognition system (column 1, line 56) 
and method (column 2, line 7) utilizing wide and narrow fields of view, where the system 
is coupled to filed of view driver, which controls the zoom function (column 11, line 10- 
13; and line 29-34) based on classification (column 12, line 6-9). 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the controlling of zoom 
function based on classification (column 11, line 29-33); and column 12, line 4-12). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time if the 
invention to combine the system Hanna et al., where the zoom function is controlled 
based on classification, in the system of Zhang et al., because such feature the narrow 
field of view imager (NFOV) may capture several images of the eye in close time 
sequence and average these images. This averaged images has reduced noise 
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compared to a single image and provides better feature definition for darkly pigmented 
irises (column 11, line 38-44). 

7. Claims 9 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zhang et al. in view of Hanna et al. as applies to claims 1 and 6 above, and further in 
view of Mathe (US 2005/0060636). 

Zhang et al. disclose all the subject matter as described in claims 1,6,12, and 17 

above. 

However, Zhang et al. does not disclose the method, where the photo 
presentation is slide presentation as recited in claims 9 and 20. 

Mathe teaches a digital photo album, system (paragraph [0035], line 17), and 
method (paragraph [0038], line 17), where the presentation of photo is a slide show 
(paragraph [0007], line 7-11) 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the photo presentation as a 
slide show (paragraph [0007], line 1-11). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time if the invention to combine the system of Mathe, 
where the photo presentation is a slide show, in the system of Zhang et al., because 
such feature solves the problem of printing pictures by reducing cost, and it is much 
faster and easier to learn to use than a computer (paragraph [0007], line 11-13). 

8. Claims 11 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Zhang et al. in view Neff et al. (US 6,751 ,780). 
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Zhang et al. disclose all the subject matter as described In claims 1 and 12 

above. 

However, Zhang et al. does not disclose the method, where the user inputs drags 
an image of an object of interest into a display area associated with the classification as 
recited in claims 1 1 and 22. 

Neff et al. teaches a user interface for initiating the export of an optimized 
scanned document using drag and drop method (see the Abstract) and system (column 
3, line 48), where the user inputs drags an image of an object of interest into a display 
area (column 5, line 62-67) associated with the classification (column 5, line 48-51). 

One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized the dragging of an image of 
an object of interest Into a display area (column 5, line 56-67) associated with the 
classification (column 5, line 45-51). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time if the invention to combine the system of Neff et al., 
where the object of interest of an image is dragged, in the system of Zhang et al, 
because such feature updates the scanner software control parameters with information 
about the selected region to optimize the final scan of the selected region (column 1 , 
line 65-66), as well as offering different data formats for the optimized final scan based 
upon the selected region type (column 2, line 1-3). 
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Conclusion 



9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Savakis et al. (US 6.738,494) teaches a method for varying an 
image-processing path based on an image emphasis and appeal. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Amara Abdi whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1670. The examiner can nonmally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30 Am to 
5:00 PM E.T.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Shuwang Liu can be reached on (571) 272-3036. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Amara Abdi 
04/16/2007 
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